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REMARKS/ARGUMENTS 

Summarizing this amendment, claims 1 and 2 have been amended, while 
claims 3-24 remain unchanged. Thus, claims 1-24 are presented for the 
examiner's consideration. 

In the official action of March 14, 2005, the examiner rejected claims 1 and 
3-4 under 35 USC 102 for failure to describe anything different from that which 
appears in U.S. published application 2003/008748 (Fox). Both the Fox 
published application and the present application are owned by The Timken 
Company and were at the time their respective inventions were made. The 
examiner went on to reject the very same claims for describing an invention that 
he considered to be obvious in view of U.S. patent 3,964,334 (Hicks) and U.S. 
patent 3,178,966 (Wildhaber). But in a subsequent paragraph entitled 
"Response to Arguments", it appears that the choice of the word "laterally" in 
claim 1 rendered the claims overly expansive in the examiner's estimation, not 
the substantive aspects of the invention. 

More specifically, claim 1 as originally presented and resubmitted with 
Amendment A specified that the inner race for the bearing on which the planet 
gear rotates is cantilevered from the head of the carrier pin, and that the head of 
the pin projects "laterally" beyond an intermediate segment of the pin. The 
examiner found this in the Fox published application and in U.S. patent 
3,964,334 (Hicks), but in the paragraph entitled "Response to Arguments" it 
appears that the examiner and applicant have ascribed a different meaning to the 
word "laterally". Applicant intended it to convey that the head of the carrier pin is 
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radially larger than the intermediate segment of the pin. In the telephone 

interview of June 13, 2005, the examiner remarked that substituting "radially" for 

"laterally" in claim 1 would most likely place the claim in condition for allowance. 

Accordingly, applicant has made the substitution and further introduced into the 

claim an "axis" to provide a reference for the word "radially". The same 

substitution has occurred in claim 2 so that it remains consistent with claim 1 . 

Claim 1 is now believed to be allowable as are claims 2-12 which depend 
from claim 1. The remaining claims, that is claims 13-24, have been allowed. 

Incidentally, the Fox published application served as priority for PCT 
application US02/20069 (published under number WO 03/002891 A1), which has 
already been cited in the present application. Applicant converted the PCT 
application into U.S. national stage application 10/481,708 which awaits 
examination, with the very same claims that were considered in the International 
Search Report for the PCT application. The published Fox application now 
stands abandoned, but the U.S. national stage application survives it. 

In view of the foregoing, withdrawal of the final rejection and allowance of 
the application with 24 claims - namely, claims 1-24 - are respectfully submitted. 
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